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ABSTRACT 

This study examined the effect of three different 
modes of presentation on elementary education majors' selection and 
rating of materials for reading instruction. Materials were chosen to 
represent each of the following propaganda techniques: glittering 
generalities, name calling, transfer, testimonial, bandwagon, and 
card stacking. Students in two undergraduate reading classes were 
randomly assigned to three modes of presentation: group one studied 
six sets of materials; group two studied the brochures which 
advertised the materials; and group three studied only the content of 
the brochures^ in mimeographe^i form. The materials were then rated on 
a four-point sca?.e. No significant differences were revealed among 
the three modes of presentation, between the two classes, or in the 
interaction of modos and classes. Significant differences were 
apparent in the rating of the six sets of materials and in the 
interaction of the modes of presentation and the materials. While the 
interaction of classes and materials was significant, the interaction 
of modes of presentation^ classes, and luaterials was not. 
(Author/KS) 
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Introc^uction . 

Material:^ foi readinj?; instruction are proliferating at an astound- 
ing rate. Basal pr. ,;;rar.5 predominated for many years, Lut are f^ivinf^ 
ground to other devices. Media materials include cassette and tape 
programs, filmstrips, records, and machines of preat varietv. Kits 
take advantage of the American prcdilicticn for packaged materials 
and include bojks, activity cards, pames , etc. Paperbacks, individual- 
ized reading packages, ganes , newspapers, all are included in the 
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forns of i-eadlng raterlals available for purchase. This siiper- 
abundance coupled with llrited budgets and specialized needs raises 
many questions concerning, the selection and purchase of materials* 
Johnson (1969) and Ruvln (1969) have provided excellent sets of 
suggestions as to how materials should be selected but all too often 
these kinds of suggestions are not taken. Materials are generally 
ordered by teachers or principals In Individual schools vho are rela- 
tively unsophisticated In the sphere of materials evaluation. In 
some cases the naterlals thcnselves arc examined, but often materials 
are purchased on the strength of the descriptive brochures. 

Thus, we assume the selection Is Influenced by the propaganda 
techniques utilized by these brochures as well as by their attractive 
formats. Spache (19^8) pointed out, 'Ve teachers of reading must 
face the ugly fact that In considering Instructional techniques and 
materials, we don't crzrrcise the critical thinking that we claim to 
teach our pupils to do." 

The present study was designed to e:^:amlne modes of sales presen- 
tations, holding constant, to a degree, the kinds of propaganda 
techniques used. Specifically, the Investigators sought to learn 
whether there would be any significant differences In materials 
selection when subjects choose those material* on the basis of a 
atudy of: 1. the advertising brochures 2. the content of the brc:hures 
in a plain format 3. the actual materials themselves. 

Procedure . 

Materials housed In the University of Georgia materials center 
were matched with their descriptive brochures and classified into 
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seven catagorles: paperbacks; hlgh-lnterest/low vocabulary; gatses; 
kits; Individualized reading packages; media; and suppletncntary mater- 
lals. Tvcntyone sets of materials were then selected by randomly 
choosing three materials fron each classification. 

A pilot study was then run with a class of 27 graduate students 
enrolled in a materials evaluation course. Classroom;; instruction 
vaj provided in recognizing the seven propaganda techniques described 
by Smith (1963) and Heilman (1977). The^e propaganda techniques were: 
glittering genet ilties; name calling; transfer; testimonial; plain 
folks; band wagon; and card stacking. 

Each Subject in the pilot study was instructed to identify the 
dominant propaganda techniqus in each of thr twenty-one brochures. 
Six brochures were clearly id*^ntified which had one of six different 
propa^aneia techniques as their dominant technique. No brochure was 
identified that had "plain folks" as its dominant propaganda technique. 
In fact, this particular technique was not mentioned by any pilot 
subject concerning any of the twenty*one brochures. The six brochures 
that were Identified and their corresponding materials were selected 
for the final study. 

To determine whether some subjects might be sold by the format and 
art work on the brochure, a special mode of presentation was provided. 
All the content of the brochures was typed and mimeographed. 

TWO classes of undergraduates, elementary education majors who were 
taking the beginning course in reading, were selected as subjects 
for the main study. These naive subjects were selected to preclude 
their being familiar with any of the materials. Within each class 
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these subject:: wr r r.ir* : ;-)! .• asslr,ned tc three nodes of presentation. 
Croup One vos r.sVrr^ r.c r -i'-jv the actual materials and rate them. Group 
Two wag asked t j .or .'/v ri o -sAk brochures and rate the materials they 
described. ^ 7:.;:£>. /ns a^kcd to study the six sets of mimeo- 

graphed natcrin: .n! r if the materials described. All groups were 
instructed tlut i;.rr/ t. .d t ilrty rlnutes in which to study their 
assigned r.ntr- v \ .I'l ^ . Ar t h-? ond of that time they were given the 
rating sheets. 7 r'^e In >r.ri:ctlons were on the rating sheet. 

Without cnr'.i r: ri'-' \ c^st or ease of purch^'^.s in;^ , you are to 
rank thr* n^ -^v - s : - of r-nt^rL-^ls , in terms of the con- 

tribution vn r.rev vouid nake to a school's reading 

progra*^.. ^'^u . r-; :c assure vour school has a reasonable 
amount of rr'-'^v to rrrvi, but vcu cannot afford to buy 
thinf,:-. of r. 1 1 T'^ ' v.^.hje. ?rink the six sets of materials 
accordlri/, ti> f r 1 lo'-'inj; : 

I strongly .ii-v! f-rcVi.T; ing this material — A 

I ij»dviso ^'i.r c - ■ -v" t'^i.-: r:nterlal — 3 

I advlr;>r >^!'tr.: r nr. this material ~ 2 

I strop'.*!" -/'vf f -tr->ir:;t purchaslne this material— —--—-1 
The groups - t-. • :. * -r r their asslp.nnents were different and the 
aaslgnrrvcnts vorr p ^. t -i a rGj>,ular part of their course work# 

Thie rjfir.r" v. -- :i ^ <^n a four point scale developed by the 
authors for rrv:!i;r : - 1 , t rj,c r lonal r.aterials. N'o neutral point was 
provided since tM:: thn usual case xn questions concerning mater- 
laL? purchajin;* :n t'.io. pr Alc schools. 

Results . 

An anaivsln ni: vari;.-.cr», reported in Table 1, revealed that there 
were no si},al f i.^ ^nt d i f f* rt^^ncti h between the three nodes of presentation, 
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the two classes or the ir.teracticri of tne redes of presentat icr. an: tr.^ 
classes . 

There were si;^nif icar*t differencns at the .01 level in the wav 
the six r.-iterials were rated and in the interaction of the rr:odes of 
presentation and n^aterials. Trie ir.terr-iction of classes and iratcrioi-: 
was significant at the .OS level wr,ile interaction of nodes of presen- 
tation, classes and r.aterials was not sirnificant. 

Tn7e^t'^T'a^Te'^l" 

Although the ratinrs of the materials were si;Tnif icantlv different, 
the invest i^'itors were not concerned with deterrr:lnin;» which ones were 
different. However, the interaction between materials and nodes of 
presentation was of concern in the study. Althoupji an analysis of the 
material ratinp^s was sirnificant at the .01 level, it cannot he un- 
ambip.uously evaluated because of a significant interaction between the 
matcinal and the mode of pres»jntation snown in Firure 1. It nay be 

seen that tnero is a definite ordering of the value of the naterials; 
howeveL'* th*e ordering; was r.ot consistent acros. the node of presentation. 
The f:roup that had the materials seens to pive uninuc? results from the 
other t'.o nodes of presentation (i,e. the ordering of the materials 
appears to be different from the ctner two.) See also Tables 2 and 3. 

Tns'ert^'TahTe? 7 and T 
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Corclusior.s. 

There were r.o cirnificant CiffereriCC3 in the ratings for posr:ihio 
purcha'je of ratcri.-.jls repreijent inr ^^iy different -^^dvertisir.p propa- 
ganda technique:: wricn tr.e s-:;jects studies: the actual r.aterials, 
when they stu^iiod the Lrcchures descrihinp' the materials and when 
they studied the content of the brochures in mir.eorraphed forr. . 

Subjects did rate the materials sirnificantlv differently, hut 
this findin/7 was Locloudec by interaction effects of the r^aterials 
and nodes of rres(ntaticn and the interaction effects of the rr.aterials 
and the two clar;se:s. 



References . 

Heilman, Arthur W. Principles and Practices of Teaching Read :nr , 
3rd Iditicfi. ColuT;.a:;» Or.io: Cnar-.es L. ^:errill Paolication 
Compcjny, V/n . :^p. i.'il-lJB. 

Johnson, Ele.»nor !!. Lducational Princiolcs for Evaluating liew Instruc- 
tional Materials. r£c^>din^ and_ P ealicn . Proceedinrs of the Thir- 
tcentp. Annual Convention, Interna t ionil Readinr Association, 
Newark, Delaware, l'jf;9. Pp, lri5-iR'3. 

Ruvin, Harold. Hesiearch problen:;. Journal of [IduC'^^iticn, 1069, lb? 

(1), 3a.i*u. 

Smith, N'ila Banton. Peadinr Instruction for Todav 's Children , 

Prentice Hall, I nccTiTTTratea . i-nr^,iewood Cliffs, hew Jersev, 1963 . 
Pp, 272-276. 



Spachc , Heor^e D. "Charlatanism in Readinr; - How Can the Public I^e 
Protected." Fr*^sen'calion at thr; Thirteenth Annual Convention, 
International Reri.Lnr Association, 3oston. Massachusetts, 19€S. 



Greenlaw ~ 7 



Table 1 



Analysis of Variance of ?atir.rr> of 
Three Mode:; of Trescntat Ion 



'ix Ct^tc of Reading Materials bv 



Source of V.ariitlon 



Between Ss 

Groups (n) 

(modes of presentation) 

Classes (C) 

GC 

Crror 



2 
1 
2 

2 



.31472 
.2612 
.3751 

,5660 



r- rcit i or; 



.613U 
.6627 



Within Ss 

Materials (v) 

GM 

CM 

GCM 

Error 



5 
10 

5 
10 

210 



7.9285 
2.1097 
2.0563 
1.0375 



2.965 5" 
1.568U 



.01 level of significance 
* .05 level of 5ip;nif icance 
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Figure 1 
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Table 2 



Average Ratlrtps Given to Six Sets of Peadlnj? Materials by Three Modes 
of Presentation 









Material 


























Mode 


Mode 1 
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3 




5 


6 




Average 


Ci 3.3750 


2 


.8125 


3.0625 




3.0000 


3.5000 




3.0312 


(material) 
















C2 3.3125 


2 


.12:0 


..6250 


3.1875 


3.8750 


3.1250 




3.0417 


(brochure) 
















C3 3.3125 


2 


.frlbO 


2.3750 


2.5000 


3.6250 


3.1250 




2.9271 


(ml»neogra.>h) 














Material 

Average 3.3333 


2 


.5208 


2.6875 


2.7083 


3.5000 


3.2500 


_ 





Table 3 

Orderln? of Six Sets of Pcadlnj; Materials by the Three Modes of Presentation 



Material Nunhcr 

Gi 6 13 5 2 4 

(material) 

C2 5 1 4 6 3 2 

(brochure) 

C3 5 1 6 2 4 3 

{mlreogranh) 

Overall order 5 16 4 3 2 
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